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L I am in receipt of Mr. Egan's objections to.my proposed Order:
" I'respectfully submit that said objections are without merit.

2 - Based upon a review of my notes, I believe paragraph 3 of the

. proposed order is fully consistent with positicdns taken by Your Honor
.and DEP at the hearing. I advised the court of DEP's position ex- -
plaining that Inmer's plan was unacceptable because it lacked sufficient

~detail for evaluation. It was my understanding that Your Honor agreed
with this position. Indeed, I recall discussidns betweenr the court

‘and Mr. Egan regarding the lack of information submitted in connection
with the analytical aspects of Inmar's proposal. It was on this basis
that the court directed Ifimar to have its technical representatives

meet with”DEPgto'deﬁelbp a comprehensive cleanup plan.

Regarding paragraph 4, 1 believe that the court and zll parties.
agreed that a chemical analysis of 2ll waste Dresent on the Vewark and-
Carlstadt sites must be a first step of the cleanups. TFurther, you
directed that the cleanups start promprly after meetings are held between

the technicel representatives of the defendants and DEP. Therefore,

1 respectfully submit that paragraph L is consistent with Your Honcr's
ruling from the bench. . :
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Durlng oral argument I stated that Messrs Dresto and Slgmond
had not submltted plans for cleanup of the Carlstadt site as required
"~ by the court's order at the return date of the O0rder To Show Cause.
-Thereafter, the court ordered Mr. Sigmond and Mr. Presto to submlt'
their plans of the cleamip of the Carlstadt site by August 5, 1983.
‘In the alternative, the court granted the option that these individuals
‘may join in the plan submitted by Inmar Associates. Finally, my notes
specifically indicate that vou directed that these 1nd1v1duals attend -
‘the meetlng w1th tbe State regardlng the cleaﬂuo of the Carlstadt 51te

o Thank you for your attentlon to thls matter
e o o | i : Respectfully yours,
ea R CTRWIN I. KIMMELMAN
Tl e ATTORNEY GEI nAL
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Mr. ;Herbert c. Case
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“the. Bughe&
the case ‘may be, 1is welcome and encouraged to attend

. " Yours truly, - -
: o ‘ v o E N : Edwafa J. Egan
) EJE/rq - ‘
cc: David W. Reger, | : -

Deputy Attorney General

Oceanpurt. New Jersey' 07757_

. sal for Lthe Carlstadt site’ 'has o
~'1983 at 10:00 AM at Mr. Reger's office in
Justice Complex ‘at Trenton. Each of you, and/or your clients as




